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proceeded to convert the dead birds into specimens. Great 
numbers of Plumed-Pigeons (Lopkophaps piumifera) come to these 
water-holes to drink, but very few other birds except the 
Ptilotis. While hunting among these sandstone bluffs we came 
across several examples of so-called paintings by the blacks, but 
they were all of the same character—namely, hands and the arm 
as far as the elbow. Some of these paintings were out of our 
reach, and had evidently been done when the lower stone was iai 
higher than it is at the present day. After dissecting the 
specimens (which were all males), and turning them into skins, 
we had lunch, and then commenced a long tramp homewards, 
reaching there just before sundown. A dip in the river and we 
were ready for supper, and shortly afterwards turned m 101 a 
needed night’s repose. 


The R.A.O,U. "Checklist.” 

SOME APPRECIATIONS. 

Queensland Museum, 

Brisbane, 30/9/13. 

The, Hon. Secretary, Royal Australasian Ornithologists’ Union. 

Dear Sir —At the last meeting of the Brisbane Field Naturalists' 
Club appreciative comment was made by several members on the 
“ Official Check-list of the Birds of Australia," as published as 
a supplement to The Emu in January last. After discussion, it 
was unanimously resolved that the R.A.O.U. be heartily con- 
gratulated on its endeavours to protect time-honoured names oi 
Australian birds, and its decision to adhere to the simpler form ot 
nomenclature. As naturalists and bird-lovers, the members ot 
the Club are gratified at the stand the Union has taken in this 
important matter.—On behalf of the Club, we are, yours very 

sincerely, . , ~ , . 

(Signed) H. A. Longman, President. 

(Signed) C. T. White, Hon. Secretary. 


Mr. Tom Carter, M.B.O.U., Western Australia, states 
" Please accept my best congratulations upon having com¬ 
pleted a work so useful as the ‘ Check-list.’ I am indeed much 
pleased that binomials have been retained and that the law of 
priority has not been carried to excess. There are many orni¬ 
thologists of high standing in England who are strongly protesting 
against the trinomial system, the hair-splitting of species, and the 
great confusion that is being caused by the extreme use (or, rather 
abuse) of the law of priority. Personally, J fear that there will 
never be fixity of nomenclature. There will always be peisons 
wanting to differ from the rest. Sooner than accept tiinomials, 
I would give up ornithology altogether. I desire that my hobby 
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bs a pleasure to me and not a laborious task.”—Wensleydale, 
Broome Hill, 12/5/13. _ 

Mr. Gerald F. Hill, F.E.S., Government Entomologist, Northern 
Territory, states 

“ The ‘ Check-list ’ came to hand last mail, but I regret to say 
I have not had time for more than a glance at it. However, I 
am satisfied it is what has been badly wanted, and will put hope 
into those who, like myself, found the burden of ornithology 
getting too weighty. I felt that I would have to give up the study 
or fall behind, as I could not devote the time necessary to keep 
abreast of things. 

<( May I offer the members of the committee my congratulations 
on bringing out such a work as the ‘ Official Check-list ’ ? It 
has been a great undertaking, but I feel sure you have won the 
thanks of the vast majority of ornithologists. I, for one, feel 
pleased that the burden of the trinomial system has been spared 
us who have not the same facilities as city iolk for keeping up to. 
date in study.” Darwin, 25/4/13. 

Mr. Frank S. Smith, Victoria, a writer on popular ornithology, 
states :— 

“ From the point of view of the ordinary bird-lover the ‘ Check¬ 
list ’ seems to be a splendid piece of work. All ornithologists will 
feel much obliged to you and your committee for your labour of 
love. 

“ I feel convinced that you are correct about the trinomial 
business and the eternal splitting of species ; also about priority 
of nomenclature. I am certain some authorities have split species 
up far too much, and have raised the priority business to a fetish. 

“ Your list seemed to me to be so altogether admirable (and 
workable) that I thought it right to let you know my opinion.” 
Noorat, 29/3/13. 

Later :—" I am more and more enamoured of the ' Check-list ’ 
the more I use it. I am sure that even your few opponents will 
gradually come round.”_ 

The Editors of “ The Emu.” 

Sirs,— On behalf of the 50,000 members of the Gould League 
of Bird Lovers of Victoria, and the almost equal number of Gould 
League Bird Lovers of the other States of the Commonwealth, 
I desire .to thank the R.A.O.U. for the timely issue of the 
" Official Check-list of the Birds of Australia.” It provides some¬ 
thing definite at this period of uncertainty and research. The 
whole-hearted diligence of Mr. Gregory M. Mathews in his 
successful investigations of the literature of the past has revealed 
so much of interest and value that his “ Reference-list,” published 
less than two years ago, is already obsolete. He has announced 
in the Austral Avian Record of 23rd October, 1913, the issue of 
“ A New List of the Birds of Australia.” As Mr. Mathews is still 
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in the midst of his researches on the birds of Australia for his 
great work of that name, the “ New List ” will probably become 
obsolete also before finality is reached. 

“ The British Museum Catalogue,” Sharpe’s ” Hand-list of 
Birds,” Mathews’ “ Hand-list of the Birds of Australasia ” (1908), 
and Mathews’ “ Reference-list to the Birds of Australia ” (1912) 
have already been superseded for Australian birds. The “ New 
List ” will probably follow suit. Meanwhile, the “ Official 
Check-list ” will prove a safe anchor for bird lovers. 

A student of ornithology is at present bewildered by the many 
new names—generic., specific, and sub-specific. Mr. Mathews, a 
few months ago, proposed to “ lump genera.” Now he is splitting 
genera. A paper in a late Austral Avian Record contains no 
less than twenty-seven new generic names for Australian birds. 

This turmoil and uncertainty will apparently continue for some 
time, so that it is fortunate that the “ Official Check-list ” is at 
hand for those who are more interested in birds than in disputes 
as to names. Such disputes, indeed, seem almost incapable of 
early settlement, for Mr. Mathews has refused to recognize a 
certain ruling of the International Committee for Zoological 
Nomenclature concerning the recognition of Brisson’s genera. 

When the difficulties concerning names have been settled, it 
will be an easy matter to bring out a second edition of the 
“ Official Check-list.” It might be noted., in this connection, that 
it has been found necessary to issue a third edition of the “ Check¬ 
list of North American Birds.” 

One point that will be appreciated by nature lovers, and the 
many teachers who are compelled to deal with birds in the course 
of their nature study work, is promised by Mr. Mathews for his 
“ New List.” He intends to “ include all the sub-species hitherto 
named, grouped together under a binomial species-name.” 
Australian children are advancing rapidly in knowledge and love 
of the birds of their school locality ; but there is little possibility 
of naming sub-species in a field study of living birds in a restricted 
area. The sub-specific name is unnecessary and is a hindrance in 
our nature study work. 

In Australia, a land practically devoid of natural barriers, birds 
change ground so often and to such remote places that sub-species 
have not been often designated. In a season of abundant rain 
the ” Central Desert ” is teeming with animal life. During a dry 
season, animals, especially birds, are driven into more favourable 
regions. This tends to a breaking down of the isolation so 
necessary for the evolution of species and even sub-species. The 

Official Check-list ” was drawn up by men who understand 
Australian conditions. 

Many bird lovers have been driven to threaten to abandon their 
favourite study by the needless splitting of genera, species, and 
sub-species, and the endless alteration of names. The “ Official 
Check-list ” has reassured such, and will serve them until the 
way is clear for the issue of a second edition. 
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Meanwhile, the tens of thousands of Gould League Bird Lovers 
are thankful to the Union for the “ Official Check-list/’ They at 
least can pursue their desire to study the interesting and varied 
avifauna of their native or adopted land.—I am, &c., 

J. A. Leach, D.Sc., 

Organizing Inspector of Nature Study, and Hon. Sec. Gould 
League of Bird Lovers of Victoria. 

Education Department, Melbourne, 

22nd December, 1913. 


Correspondence* 

FURTHER ON R.A.O.U. “ CHECK-LIST.” 

To the Editors of 11 The Emu.” 

Sirs,—M y attention has been drawn to the following statement 
by Captain S. A. White in a letter on this subject appearing- 
in the last issue of your journal:—“Mr. Milligan told us at the 
session [Launceston session] all about the American 4 Check-list * 
falling to pieces through trinomials, or, in his words, 4 trinomials 
were pulling it to pieces with their own weight and that Mr. 
Ogilvie-Grant, of England, would not use trinomials.” 

I had determined not to pursue the correspondence on this 
subject any farther, but as the statement quoted is both falla¬ 
cious and mischievous, I cannot allow it to pass uncontradicted. 
In the first place I do not, when speaking or writing, employ 
confused metaphors of the nature indicated by the italicized words, 
and, secondly, I had not, at the time of the session, any knowledge 
of the home working of the American 44 Check-list,” except in 
the one particular after appearing. In any event, how could 
the use of trinomials or binomials pull a Check-list to pieces ! 

I think that Captain White is unconsciously attributing to me 
the language and opinions of the late Dr. Bowdler Sharpe and 
Mr. Ogilvie-Grant, as the former appear in the R.A.O.U. 
44 Check-list ” report which I read at the session. They are as 
follows :—I consider that the burden imposed on zoologists 
who follow this method [trinomials] for the naming of their 
specimens will become too heavy, and that the system will fall 
by its own weight ” (Bowdler Sharpe). 44 On the whole, I see 
no useful object in using trimonials ; in ninety cases out of a 
hundred it does not help one to identify a bird—often the 
contrary ” (W. R. Ogilvie-Grant). 

Or, probably, Captain White is confusing what I was charged to 
say in support of that portion of the R.A.O.U.“Check-list” report 
which stated that a recent practical application of the trinomial 
system to Australian ornithology resulted in raising the number of 
species and sub-species from 800 to 1,500. The tenor of my 











